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IN THE DRAWINGS 
The attached sheet of drawings includes changes to Fig. 5. This sheet, which includes 
Fig. 5, replaces the original sheet including Fig. 5. 

Attachment: Replacement Sheet 
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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested. 

Initially, applicant notes that returned with the outstanding Office Action of October 
4, 2007 were several Forms PTO-1449 for previously submitted Information Disclosure 
Statements (IDS). One of those returned Form PTO-1449 was for an IDS filed August 30, 
2006. However, that returned Form PTO-1449 did not have the noted references initialed, 
which appears to have been an inadvertent oversight. Applicant respectfully requests a new 
Form PTO-1449 for the Information Disclosure Statement filed August 30, 2006 be provided 
that acknowledges consideration of the references cited therein. 

The Title is amended to be more clearly descriptive of the present invention. 

A new Abstract believed to be in more proper format under United States practice is 
submitted. 

Addressing the objections to the drawings noted in paragraphs 3-5 in the Office 
Action, filed with the present response is a replacement Figure 5 labeled as -PRIOR ART-, 
to address the objection noted to Figure 5. 

With respect to the objection to Figures 2-4, applicant notes those figures do not 
include any "black box" elements that should be labeled. Each element shown in those 
figures is a structural element, which applicant believes is properly not additionally labeled. 

With respect to the indication that the drawings must show the bolt holes recited in 
claim 8, applicant notes those elements are shown in Figure 4 as elements 8a, and the 
specification refers to such elements at page 5, line 34 et seq. Thereby, the specification and 
figures are believed to be proper with respect to the noted "bolt holes". 

Claims 1-5 and 7-13 are pending in this application. Claim 1 is amended by the 
present response, claim 6 is canceled without prejudice, and new claims 1 1-13 are added. 
Applicant submits no new matter is added. Claims 1-6, 8, and 9 were rejected under 35 
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U.S.C. §102(e) as anticipated by U.S. patent 6,488,124 to Yasuda et al. (herein "Yasuda"). 
That rejection is traversed by the present response as discussed next. 

Independent claim 1 is amended by the present response to include features from 
previously pending dependent claim 6 and to additionally clarify elements therein. 
Specifically, independent claim 1 now initially clarifies both of the counterweight and the 
hoisting machine include a sheave with an axis of rotation, and independent claim 1 now 
further recites: 

the base has three parts respectively mounted on the 
upper ends of the pair of counterweight guide rails and the 
upper end of one of the pair of car guide rails; and 

the axis of rotation of the sheave of the hoisting 
machine is non-parallel relative to the axis of rotation of the 
sheave of the counterweight. 

That subject matter is believed to be clear from the original specification including the 
figures. The features clarified in the claims are believed to clearly distinguish over Yasuda . 

The outstanding rejection cites Yasuda to disclose a cab 101, a counterweight 102 
mounted in a shaft and attached by a rope 111, and a driving device 1 07. The outstanding 
rejection also indicates Yasuda discloses the driving unit is placed on the counterweight 
guide rails 104, 105 on base 106. 

In reply to the rejection based on Yasuda , applicant notes in the claimed invention the 
base has three parts that are respectively mounted on the upper ends of the pair of 
counterweight guide rails and the upper end of one of the pair of car guide rails, and further 
the axis of the rotation of the sheave of the hoisting machine is non-parallel relative to the 
axis of rotation of the sheave of the counterweight. 

With such structures, in the claimed invention the base and the hoisting machine can 
be arranged compactly. In addition, since the axis of rotation of the sheave of the hoisting 
machine is non-parallel relative to the axis of rotation of the sheave of the counterweight, the 
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sheave of the hoisting machine and the sheave of the counterweight do not cause any 
resonance, compared to a situation in which an axis of a rotation of the sheave of the hoisting 
machine is parallel to the axis of a rotation of the sheave of the counterweight. 

The claimed features are believed to distinguish over Yasuda . 

First, the claims now clarify "the axis of rotation of the sheave of the hoisting 
machine is non-parallel relative to the axis of rotation of the sheave of the counterweight". 
That element is shown clearly for example in Figure 1 in the present specification showing 
the sheave 5 a of the hoisting machine extending in a first direction and the sheave of the 
counterweight 10 extending in a different non-parallel direction. As further clarified in new 
dependent claim 13, the axis of rotation of the sheave 5a of the hoisting machine 5 is 
perpendicular to the axis of rotation of the sheave of the counterweight 10. 

Applicant submits Yasuda fails to teach or suggest such a structure. More 
particularly, in Yasuda as shown for example in all the cited figures, the axis of rotation of 
the sheave of the hoisting machine is parallel to the axis of a rotation of the sheave of the 
counterweight. The claims recite a contrary structure. 

Further, such a structure allows further beneficial features in the claimed invention 
that also distinguish over Yasuda . 

Yasuda discloses a base 207 and 307, but the base 207, 307 is supported by both of 
the pair of car guide rails and both of the pair of counterweight guide rails. That is, the 
sheave of Yasuda is supported on four points. 

The claimed invention allows the base for a counterweight to be supported at only 
three points mounted on the upper ends of the pair of counterweight guide rails and the upper 
end of one of the pair of car guide rails. Yasuda instead discloses a base being supported on 
four points and both of the pair of car guide rails. 
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In view of the foregoing comments, applicant respectfully submits amended 

independent claim 1 , and the claims dependent therefrom, patentably distinguish over 

Yasuda . 

The present response also sets forth new dependent claims 11-13 that are believed to 
even further distinguish over Yasuda . 

In that respect new dependent claim 1 1 further recites "a straight line extending 
between a pair of counterweight guide rails and the axis for the hoisting machine are 
perpendicular to each other". Yasuda discloses an opposite structure as Yasuda discloses 
such as straight lines and axis are parallel to one another. 

New dependent claim 12 further recites "the hoisting machine has a shape extending 
lengthwise in the direction of its axis", which is believed to also further distinguish over 
Yasuda . 

As noted above new dependent claim 13 further recites "the axis of the rotation of the 
sheave of the hoisting machine is perpendicular to the axis of the rotation of the sheave of the 
counterweight". Yasuda discloses an opposite structure. 

In such ways, new dependent claims 11-13 even further distinguish over the applied 
art to Yasuda . 

In view of the present response applicant respectfully submits the claims as currently 
written distinguish over the applied art. 
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As no other issues are pending in this application, it is respectfully submitted that the 
present application is now in condition for allowance, and it is hereby respectfully requested 
that this case be passed to issue. 



Respectfully submitted, 
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